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ANNCR: 

AN AMERICAN JUDGE IN ALEXANDRIA, VIRGINIA, IS PREPARING 
HIS RULING IN AN IMPORTANT TEST CASE WHICH COULD DETERMINE TO 
WHAT EXTENT THE CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (C.1.A.) CAN PREVENT ITS 
FORMER AGENTS FROM DISCLOSING GOVERNMENT SECRETS, CHRIS KERN 
HAS A BACKGROUND REPORT, 

VOICE: 

IT WOULD PROBABLY COME AS A SURPRISE EVEN TO MOST AMERICANS 
THAT IT'S NOT A CRIME TO MAKE GOVERNMENT SECRETS PUBLIC IN THE 
UNITED STATES, THE ESPIONAGE LAWS PROVIDE PENALTIES FOR THOSE 
WHO COVERTLY GIVE SECRET INFORMATION TO A FOREIGN AGENT, AND 
U.S. GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES CAN BE DISCIPLINED OR FIRED IF THEY 
LEAK SECRETS TO REPORTERS OR OTHERS WHO AREN'T AUTHORIZED TO HEAR 
THEM. BUT THERE HAS BEEN NO EFFECTIVE RESTRAINT ON FORMER 
GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES WHO DISCLOSE CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION 
THAT THEY HAVE LEARNED IN THE COURSE OF THEIR WORK. NOW, IN WHAT IS 
GENERALLY CONSIDERED TO BE A MAJOR TEST CASE, THE C.I.A. 1S 
TRYING TO USE THE LAW OF COMMERCIAL CONTRACTS TO KEEP ITS 
FORMER AGENTS IN LINE. 

THE SUBJECT OF THE C.I.A."S WRATH IS FORMER AGENT FRANK 
SNEPP, IN A BOOK CALLED "DECENT INTERVAL," MR. SNEPP CHARGES 
THAT THE U.S. GOVERNMENT FAILED TO PROTECT ITS VIETNAMESE 
EMPLOYEES DURING WHAT HE CHARACTERIZES AS THE "BOTCHED" 
CMISHANDLED) EVACUATION OF SAIGON IN APRIL, 1975. THE 
GOVERNMENT SAYS THAT BY PUBLISHING HIS BOOK WITHOUT FIRST 
SUBMITTING IT TO C.I.A. CENSORSHIP, MR. SNEPP BROKE A WRITTEN 


CONTRACT WITH THE AGENCY THAT HE SIGNED WHEN HE FIRST WENT TO 
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WORK FOR C.I.A. AND SO IT IS ASKING A FEDERAL JUDGE TO FORCE 
SNEPP TO PAY BACK TO THE GOVERNMENT EVERYTHING HE HAS EARNED 
FROM THE SALE OF THE BOOK -- ROUGHLY 60 THOUSAND DOLLARS, 

MR. SNEPP ARGUES THAT HIS BOOK DOESN'T DIVULGE ANY SECRETS. 
THE GOVERNMENT REPLIES THAT BOOKS LIKE THOSE BY MR, SNEPP 
UNDERMINE THE CONFIDENCE OF C,1.A. INFORMANTS AND FOREIGN 
GOVERNMENTS THAT THE C.I.A. CAN KEEP SECRETS THAT ARE ENTRUSTED 
TO IT. THE JUDGE IN THE CASE HAS MADE IT CLEAR THAT HE THINKS 
MR. SNEPP DID BREAK THE CONTRACT, AND THAT THE ONLY QUESTION IS 
WHAT THE PENALTY SHOULD BE, BUT IT HAS ALSO BEEN CLEAR FROM 
THE START THAT THE SNEPP CASE WAS LIKELY TO BE APPEALED NO MATTER 
WHAT THE TRIAL JUDGE'S VERDICT, AND THE CASE COULD EVENTUALLY 
REACH THE U.S. SUPREME COURT, 

THE MAIN LEGAL ISSUE IS WHETHER THE GOVERNMENT CAN ENFORCE 
A CONTRACT LIKE THE ONE SIGNED BY C.I.A. AGENTS WITHOUT 
INFRINGING ON A FORMER AGENT'S CONSTITUTIONALLY PROTECTED 
FREEDOM OF SPEECH, BUT BEHIND THE LEGAL ISSUE IS THE QUESTION OF 
HOW THE GOVERNMENT CAN PROTECT LEGITIMATE SECRETS WITHOUT GIVING 
THE BUREAUCRACY THE POWER TO COVER UP ITS MISTAKES BY ENFORCING 
SILENCE ON FORMER EMPLOYEES. CONGRESS HAS NOT BEEN WILLING TO 
SET LEGISLATIVE RESTRICTIONS ON THE DISCLOSURE OF GOVERNMENT 
SECRETS, AND A VICTORY FOR THE C.I.A, IN THE SNEPP CASE COULD 
GIVE THE GOVERNMENT'S SECURITY CLASSIFICATION SYSTEM THE LEGAL 
BACKING IT SO FAR HAS BEEN DENIED, 
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